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For a ceaztury, it hns been said that ~ the American West, whiskey is for drinking, water is for fighting.
Today, whiskey is sdI1 for drintdng, but with the armouneement of this historic plan, ~ere may be peace in the
Catifornia water wars.

Both Secrexary Babbitt and Governor Davis, their staffs attd the stakeholders who have labored to complete
this plazz deserve grea~ credit_ Having spent 25 combative years promoting water reform, I know ttmt most
policymakers have et~osen to avoid the controversiat decisions. In partleular, I congratulate Governor Davis
for focusing on water policy wtzich has been a political mine2ield for his reeeat predecessors.

While I am cautiously optimistic ~st the CALFED plan wil! ultimately prove beneficial to all CalLfo~ians and
to the health of’the Bay-Delta system, I want to emphasize that ~e final details o£the plan must be closely
examined before arty fnal conclusions can be made.

is about getting results, not getting even. Water policypast produced stalemate, crisis,CALFED
eonfrontatioa that was bad for the envixonmeat, bad for taxpayers, and bad for California.

CALFED offers a new approach. Do I like everythizag in the package: no. Tide success of CALFED
ean~o~ be measured simply by wlae~er i got 100% or someon~ else did,. but ratla~ by how far we have
come in changing the dizection of water policy for our state.

The list of CALFED mandates demonstrates that a new day of water reform has dawned:

¯ an unpreeedent©d dedication of resoare¢~ - both finan,’ial and sei©nlitae -- to the
restoration~ protection and maintenance of the Sacramento-San Jozquin Delt~,
including its Iong-lg~ored levees;

¯ a sl~ong commitment to improving the reliability and quality of our water supply;
¯ a vigorous commitment to restoring fisheries, wetlands and refuge~;
¯ implementation of a long overdue groundwater management program;
¯ dedication to the principlc that ~he beneficiary must pay for water supply

improvements, not pass a multi-billion dollar bill on to the general taxpayer;
- substantial investments in water supplies through recycling,generatinggreater

treatment, and conservation.
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That is, by anyone’s standards, a major commiunemt to scrious water policy reform.

I continue to havc serious questions abou~ whether this plan meets the ’~b(2)" i~sh rrstoratlo~ mandate
contained in the C~ntral Valley Project Improvement Act (CV’PIA) that I authored in 1992. The
Deparunen~ of the Interior’s b(2) pl~n, which took far too long to dsveJop, has been upheld by a federal
court, although it rcumins under challenge from those who persistently litigate and delay reform. We can live
with some flex~ilii~! that allows the projects to meet multiple n~eds; we cannot accept major changes that
undercut the legal mandate or the effe~-riveness orb(2).

My views, and those of the region I represent, on an isolated Delta conveyance facility are well known.
Such a f~ciIity represents a lsoteniial threat to f.sharies s.ud Del~. water quality and its inclusion in any fnal
plancould s~riously undermine the likelihood that Contra Costa W’at= District voters would approve the
expansion or’Los Vaqueros reservoir, a ccnterpiece of CALFED’s storage program.

I congratulate C-ovemor Davis, Secretory Babbiu, Secrst~y Nichols, Deputy Secretory Hayes and all of the
ofl~rs who have worked so hard on firs pinto Wc will continue to work to make k eveu better over the
n~xt few months.

ConUtct: John Lawrence
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